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1 . This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 

ISI Box No. I Basis of the opinion 
la BoxNo.lt Priority 

SI Box No. Ill Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
IS! Box No. IV Lack of unity of invention 

IS Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43b/s.1 (a){i) with regard lo novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citatbns and explanations supporting such statement 

□ Box No. Vt Cdrkain documents cHed 

n Box No. VII Certain defects in the international applicatbn 

□ Box No. VIII Certain Observations on the international application 

2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for International preliminary examination is made, this opinbn will usually be considered to be a 
written opinion of the International Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA"). However, this does not apply where 
the applicant chooses an Authority other than this one to be the 1 PEA and the chosan IPSA has notifed the 
International Bureau under Rule 66.1b/5(b] that written opinions of this International Searching Autiiority 
will not be so considered. 

if this opinion is, as provided atK>vG, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the appHcant is invited to 
submit to the IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiratbn of three 
months from the date of mailing of Form POT^SAEZO or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, 
whichever expires later. 

For further options, see Form PCT/ISAy220. 

3. For fullher details, see notes to Form PCJASfiJ2Z0. 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
PCTA3B2004yD04068 



Box No. I Basis of the opinion ^ 

1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application In 
the language in which it was filed, unless othenAdse indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international seart^h 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide andA>r amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ In written fonnat 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/fumishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the intemational application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing andM)r table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identicai to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



IntGrnational application No. 
PCT/GB2004v004068 



Box No, H Prioitty 



1 . IS The fbllowtng document has not been furnished: 

la copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed {Rule 436fe.l and 66.7(a)). 
■ □ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43/>/s.1 and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date Is the claimed priority date. 

2. □ This opinion has been established as If no prfority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim 

has been found invalid (Rules 43fa/s.1 and 64.1 ). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. □ The International Searching Authority has not been able to consider the validity of the priority claim because 

a copy of the eariier application whose priority has been claimed was not available to the International 
Searching Authority at the time that the search was conducted (Rule 17.1). This opinion has nevertheless 
been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. 

4. Additional obsen^atlons, if necessary: 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
PCT/GB2004A)04068 



Box No. Ill Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, Inventive step and industrial 
applicability 

The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non 
obvious), or to be industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of: 

□ the entire intemationai application, 

H claims Nos. 12-14 



□ the said international application, or the said claims Nos. relate to the following subject matter which 
does not require an intemationai preliminaiy examination (specify): 

□ the description, dalms or drawings (inOicate parttcut^r elements below) or said claims Nos. are so 
unclear that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 

□ the claims. Or safd claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meantngfuf opinior 
could be formed. 

iS no intemationai search report has been established for the whole application or for said claims Nos. 12-14 

□ the nucleotide andA)r amino acid sequence listing does not comply with the standard provided for in Annex 
G of the Administrative Instnictions in that: 

the written fdmi □ has not been furnished 

□ does not comply with the standard 

the computer readable form □ has not been furnished 



□ the tables related to the nucleotide andA)r amino acid sequence listing, if In computer readable form. only, do 
not comply with the technical requirements provided for in Annex Obis of the Administrative Instructions. 

□ See separate sheet for further details 



because: 



□ 



does not comply with the standard 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
PCT/GB2004A)04068 



Box No. IV Lack of unity of invention 

LB In response to the Invitation (Form PCT/lSA/206) to pay additional fees, the applicant has: 

□ paid additional fees. 

□ paid additional fees under protest. 
B not paid additional fees. 

2. □ This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose not to invite 

the applicant to pay additional fees. 

3. This Authority considers that the requirement of unity of Invention in accordance with Rule 13.1, 13.2 ^nd 13.3 is 

□ complied with 

B not complied with for the foDowrng reasons: 
see separate sheet 

4.. Consequently, this report has been established in respect of the following parts of the international appiication: 

□ all parts. 

la the parts relating to claims Nos. 1 -1 1 

Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43Dis.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 



Yes: 
No: 



Claims 
Claims 



1-11 



Inventive step (IS) 



Yes: 
No: 



Claims 
Claims 



1-11 



Industrial applicability (lA) 



Yes: 
No: 



Claims 
Claims 



Ml 



2. Citations and explanations 



see separate stieet 
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WRrTTEN OPINION OF THE International application No. 

INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING 

AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) PCT/GB2004/004068 



Re Item IV. 



1 . The separate groups of inventions are: 
Claims M1 

A material handling system comprising a mobile workstation and a self-propelled tug, 
whereby said mobile workstation is provided with a tow bar and said self-propelled 
tug has a body mounted on three wheels and a tow bar hitch adapted to couple with 
said tow bar. 

Claim 12 

A material handling system comprising a mobile workstation having a roller conveyor 
and a self-propelled tug, whereby said mobile workstation is provided with a roller 
power transmission engageable with a complementary drive coupling provided on 
said tug. 

Claim 13 

A material handling system comprising a self-propelled tug and a mobile workstation 
having a roller conveyor supported on an alternative workstation chassis. 

Claim 14 

A materials handling system comprising a truck dock comprising a chassis supporting 
an elevator. 

They, are not so linked as to form a single general inventive concept (Rule 1 3. t PCT) 
for the following reasons: 

2. The general problem to be solved by the present invention may be regarded as, how 
to obtain an improved materials handling system. 

3. A materials handling system comprising a mobile workstation and a self-propelled 
tug, whereby said mobile workstation has a roller conveyor supported, on a 
workstation chassis having casters engageable with a floor is already disdo^ed by 
document D1 = US-A-571 8325 (e.g. see: column 4, line 36 - column 5. line 8; column 
6, line 58 - column 7, line 4). 

4. The following technical features of claims (1-11), (12), (13) and (14) make a 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING 
AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) 



International application No. 



PCT/GB2004/004Q68 



contribution over the prior art 01 and can be considered as special technical features: 

1) A material handling system comprising a mobile workstation and a self- 
propelled tug, whereby said mobile workstation is provided with a tow bar and 
said self-propelled tug has a tow bar hitch adapted to couple with said tow bar, 
the corresponding technical problem to be solved may be regarded as, how to 
.stably couple said tug and said workstation. 

2) A material handling system comprising a mobile workstation having a roller 
conveyor and a self-propelled tug, whereby said mobile workstation is provided 
with a roller power transmission engageable with a complementary drive 
coupling provided on said tug, the corresponding technical problem to be solved 
may be regarded as, how to transmit power to said roller conveyor. 

3) A material handling system comprising a self-propelled tug and a niobile 
workstation having a roller conveyor supported on a workstation chassis, the 
corresponding technical problem to be solved may be regarded as, how to 
obtain an alternatively shaped roller conveyor support chassis. 

4) A materials handling system comprising a truck dock comprising a chassis 
suppori:ing an elevator, the corresponding technical problem to be solved may 
be regarded as, how to obtain an alternatively shaped truck dock chassis. 

Neither the objective problem underlying the subjects of the claimed inventions, nor 
.-their.solutions defined by. the special technical features allow for a relationship to be 
established between the said inventions, which involves a single general inventive 
concept. 

5. In conclusion the groups of claims (1-11), (1 2), (13) and (14) are nol so linked by 
common or conresponding special technical features and define 4 different inventions 
not linked by a single general inventive concept. 

The application, hence does not meet the requirements of unity of invention as 
defined in Rules 13.1 and 13.2 PCT. 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE International appHcation No. 

INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING 

AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) PCT/GB2004/004068 

Re Item V. 

1 . The following documents are referred to in this communication: 
D1 =US-A-5718325. 

2. State of the art 

Document D1, which is considered to represent the most relevant state of the art, 
discloses (the references in parenthesis applying to this document): 
A materials handling system (Adjustable conveyor system) comprising a mobile 
workstation (second conveyor unit (3)) and a self-propelled tug -(tug unit (2)). said 
mobile workstation having a roller conveyor (rollers (1 5)) supported on a chassis, said 
chassis having casters (wheels (14)) engageable with the floor (see: figures). 
The subject-matter of claim 1 is therefore novel (Article 33(2) PCT) 

3. Problem 

The problem to be sofved by the present invention may be regarded as, how to 
develop a materials handling system comprising a mobile workstation and a self- 
propelled tug, whereby said tug and said workstation are stably and safely coupled, 

4. Solution 

The solution to this problem proposed in claim 1 of the present application is 
considered as involving an inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT). 

5. Claims 2-1 1 are dependent on claim 1 and as such also meet the requirements of the 
»PCT with respect .touiDvalty-and inventive stepL, . . . 

6. The subject matter of claims M 1 is clearly industrially applicable (Article 33(4) PCT). 

7. The features of the claims are not provided with reference signs placed in 
parentheses (Rule 6.2(b) PCT). 

8. . Independent claim 1 is not in the two-part form in accordance with Rule 6.3(b) PCT, 
which in the present case would be appropriate, with those features known in combi- 
nation from the prior art (document D1) being placed in the preamble (Rule 6.3(b)(1) 
PCT) and with the remaining features being included in the characterising part (Rule 
6.3(b)(ii) PCT). 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE International application No 
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9. Contrary to the requirements of Rule 5.1(a)(ii) PCT, the relevant background art 
disclosed in document D1 is not mentioned in the description, nor is this document 
identified therein. 
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